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Mail Stop 8 
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REPORT ON THE 
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TRADEMARK 
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filed in the U.S. District Court DISTRICT OF OREGON on the following X Patents or □ Trademarks: 
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DATE FILED 
8/19/09 
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Tigerstop, LLC 



DEFENDANT 
Technical Services, Inc. 
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In the above — entitled case, the following decision has been rendered or judgement issued: 
DECISION/JUDGEMENT ~^ 





CLERK 

MARY L. MORAN 


(BY) DEPUTY CLERK 


DATE 

8/24/09 
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PETER E. HETJSER, OSB No. 811281 
e mail*. beuser(&kbpatentcoin 
SHAWN ^ KOLITCH, OSB No, 063980 
e-mail: shawnfS>klipatefit.com 

KOLISCH HARTWELL P.C 
520 SW Yamhill Street, Suite 200 
Portland, Oregon 97204 
Phone: 503-224.6655 
Facsimile: 503-295-6679 



Counsel for Plaintiffs Precision Automation, Inc. and TigerStop LLC 



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON 



PRECISION AUTOMATION, INC., a 
Washington corporation, and 
TIGERSTOP, LLC, an Oregon 
Corporation, 

Plaintiffs, 



TECHNICAL SERVICES, INC, an Iowa 
corporation, 



Defendant 



Case No. 



COMPLAINT FOR PATENT 
INFRINGEMENT 



JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 



For their complaint, plaintiffs Precision Automation, Inc. ("Precision") and TigerStop 
LLC ("TigerStop") allege against defendant Technical Services, Inc. ("TSI") as follows: 
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TOE PARTIES 

1. Plaintiff Precision is a corporation duly organized and existing Hinder the laws of 
the State of Washington, having its principal place of business at 12909 NE 95 th Street, 
Vancouver, Washington 98682* US A, Precision is the owner of U.S. Patent No , 6,886,462 ("the 
*462 patent") directed to labeling methods and apparatus, and US, Patent No. 6,898,478 ("the 
4 47 8 patent 5 *) directed to systems and methods of processing materials. 

2. Plaintiff TigerStop is a corporation duly organized and existing under the laws of 
the State of Oregon, having its principal place of business at 8555 SW Apple Way, Suite 110, 
Portland, Oregon 97225. TigerStop is the sole licensee of the '462 patent and 4 478 patent. 

3. Defendant TSI is, upon information and belief, an Iowa corporation, located and 
doing business at 157006 241st Street, Ames, IA 50010-9376, USA, 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

4. Plaintiffs' claims arise under the laws of the United States relating to patents, Title 
35 of the United States Code. Complete diversity exists between the parties md the amount in 
dispute exceeds seventy five thousand dollars ($75,000). Therefore, this Court has jurisdiction of 
this action under 28 USC §§ 1331, 1332 and 1 338(a), 

5. Venue is proper in this district pursuant to 28 USC § 1391(b) and (c) because a 
s ubstantial part of the events giving rise to the claim occurred here. 

6- On information and belief, TSI is engaged in conducting business in the slate of 
Oregon and elsewhere in the United States in connection with the allegations of this lawsuit, 
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causing injury to Plaintiffs in Oregon, and is subject to personal jurisdiction in this district. 
Therefore, TSI resides in Oregon for purposes of establishing venue under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(c), 
and venue is proper in this district under 28 U.S.C § 1400(b). 

BACKGROUND 

7. Precision, through its U.S. affiliate TigerStop, is an industry leader in stop/gauge 
and pusher systems, which are computerized systems for optimizing the processing of materials 
used in manufacturing products such as cabinets and furniture. Precision maintains a strong 
commitment to research and development, and owns at least 13 issued U.S. and foreign patents, 
as well as a number of pending U.S. and foreign patent applications relating to its numerous 
inventions. Copies of U.S. Patent Nos. 6,886,462 ("the '462 patent") and 6,898,478 ("the '478 
patent") are appended as Exhibits A and B, respectively. These patents will be collectively 
referred to as "the asserted patents," 

8. On June 1 5, 2005, Precision and Alpine Engineered Products, Inc. ("Alpine") filed 
action CV 05-873 in this Court, alleging infringement by TSI of the '462 patent, the l 478 patent, 
and U,S. Patent No. 5,444,635 ( lt thc '635 patent"), which Precision licenses from Alpine. 

9. After action CV 05-873 was filed, TSI informed Precision that it believed the '462 
patent to be invalid based on prior art that had not previously been considered by the U.S. Patent 
and Trademark Office ("USPTO"). On December 22, 2005, Precision requested ex parte 
reexamination of the '462 patent by the USPTO in light of the prior art identified by TSI. On 
January 23, 2006, plaintiffs moved the Court to dismiss action CV 05-873 without prejudice in 
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light of the pending reexamination proceeding. On February 10, 2006, the Court dismissed 
action CV 05-873 without prejudice. 

1 0. On February 1 0, 2006, TSI separately requested ex parte reexamiination of the * 462 
patent by the USPTO, and on April 14, 2006, the USPTO merged the two pending 
reexamination requests into a single reexamination proceeding for the '462 patent On May 27, 
2009, the USPTO informed Precision that various original, amended, and new claims of the '462 
patent were confirmed as allowable. On August 5, 2009, the USPTO issued a reexamination 
certificate for the reexamined f 462 patent, indicating the formal conclusion of the reexamination 
proceeding. The reexamined '462 patent constitutes a valid and enforceable patent solely owned 
by Precision. Attached as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of the claims of the *462 patent 
found allowable by the USPTO in the reexamination proceeding, 

11. Plaintiffs have marked any of their products covered by and used in the methods 
covered by the '462 Patent with US. Patent No. 6,886,462 in compliance with 35 U.S.C. § 287. 

12. Plaintiffs have marked any of their products covered by and uaed in the methods 
covered by the '478 Patent with U.S. Patent No. 6,898,478 in compliance with. 35 U.S.C. § 287. 

13. TSI sells its RazorGage products* at least some of which plainliffs allege infringe 
the asserted patents, in the state of Oregon. More specifically, the allegedly infringing products 
include at least TSFs RazorOprimal saw stop systems and Caliper Measuring Tables. Attached 
as Exhibit D are copies of price sheets produced by TSI, advertising allegedly infringing TSI 
products. Attached as Exhibit E is a copy of a published press release announcing the formation 
of a TSI regional sales office in Portland, Oregon. 
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INFRINGEMENT OF THE '462 PATENT 

14. On May 3, 2005, ULS. Patent No. 6,886,462 (the '462 patent) was duly issued to 
Precision for labeling methods and apparatus- Attached as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy 
of the '462 patent as originally issued. 

15. On August 5, 2009, the USPTO formally concluded a reexamination of the '462 
patent after determining that various original and new claims of the '462 are patentable in light 
of prior art not originally considered by the USPTO. Attached as Exhibit C is a true and correct 
copy of the claims of the '462 patent found allowable by the USPTO in the reexamination 
proceeding. 

16. Upon information and belief, TS1 has infringed and continues to infringe the 
allowed claims of the reexamined '462 patent by making, using, selling, importing, and offering 
to sell its Razor Gage products, including but not limited to its RazorOptimai Systems, 

17. By reason of TSI's infringing activities, plaintiffs have suffered, and will continue 
to suffer, substantial damages in an amount to be proved at trial. 

18. TSTs infringement of the 4 462 patent will continue to do damage to plaintiffs' 
business, causing irreparable harm for which there is no adequate remedy at law. Plaintiffs are 
therefore entitled to a preliminary and permanent injunction restraining and enjoining TSI from 
infringing the claims of the '462 patent 

19. Upon information and belief, TSFs infringement of the '462 patient is willfiil and 
deliberate, entitling plaintiffs to increased damages under 35 U.S.C. Section 284 and to 
attorneys' fees and costs incurred in prosecuting this action under 35 U.S.C. Section 285. 
PAGE 5 - COMPLAINT FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT 



INFRINGEMENT OF THE '478 PATENT 

20. On May 24, 2005, U.S. Patent No. 6,898,478 (the '478 patent) was duly issued to 
Precision for systems and methods of processing materials. The '478 patent constitutes a valid 
and enforceable patent solely owned by Precision. A true and correct copy of the '478 patent is 
attached hereto as Exhibit B. 

21. Upon information and belief, TSI has infringed and continues to infringe at least 
claim 11 of the '478 patent by making, using, selling, importing, and offering to sell its Razor 
Gage saw products, including but not limited to its RazorOptimal Systems and Caliper 
Measuring Tables. 

22. By reason of TSPs infringing activities, plaintiffs have suffered, and will continue 
to suffer, substantial damages in an amount to be proved at trial 

23. TSPs infringement of the '478 patent will continue to do damage to plaintiffs' 
business, causing irreparable harm for which there is no adequate remedy at law. Plaintiffs are 
therefore entitled to a preliminary and permanent injunction restraining and enjoining TSI from 
infringing the claims of the '478 patent. 

24. Upon information and belief, TSPs infringement of the '478 patent is willful and 
deliberate entitling plaintiffs to increased damages under 35 U.S.C. Section 284 and to attorneys' 
fees and costs incurred in prosecuting this action under 35 U.S.C, Section 285. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment: 
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1 . For a decree that TSI has infringed the '462 and '478 patents; 

2. For a preliminary and permanent injunction restraining and enjoining TSI, its 
agents, servants, employees, officers, and those persons in active concert or participation with 
TSI, from further infringement of the '462 and '478 patents pursuant to 35 USC § 283; 

3. For an accounting against TSI for an amount adequate to compensate for the 
infringement of the *462 and '478 patents, including profits lost by plaintiffs as a result of 
inrringement of the '462 and *478 patents, pursuant to 35 USC § 284; in any event plaintiffs 
shall be awarded no less than a reasonable royalty for the unauthorized use of the patented 
inventions by TSI: 

4. For damages in an amount equal to three times the amount of diamages found or 
assessed, to compensate plaintiffs for the willful infringement of the '462 and '478 patents by 
TSI, pursuant to 35 USC § 284; 

5. For an award of reasonable attorney fees against TSI pursuant to 35 USC § 285; 

and 

6. For such other and further relief as may be just and proper, 

JURY DEMAND 
Plaintiff hereby demands a trial by jury of all issues so triable. 

// 
// 
// 
// 
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Dated this 19th day of August, 2009. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Peter E. Heuser 
OSB No. 811281 
(503)224-6655 
(503) 295-6679 (fax) 
heuser@khpatent.eom 

of Attorneys for Plaintiffs Precision Automation, Inc, 
andTigerStopLLC. 



PAGE 8 - COMPLAINT FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT 



